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Genesis 6:1-4 fascinates many Bible readers because of the mysterious identity of both the “sons of 

God” and the Nephilim. Sadly, many modern theologians pay little attention to this passage because 

they hold the pedestrian view that the “sons of God” refers to the godly line of Seth. Other modern 

scholars have argued that the “sons of God” refers to a kingly line.

However, the traditional view of both pre-Christian Judaism and the early church was that the “sons 

of God” were spirit beings/angels who took human wives and produced giants known as the 

Nephilim. This view has become less popular today, probably due to our modern aversion to the 

supernatural. While the modern Christian may reluctantly embrace the Bible’s teaching about 

Christ’s virgin birth and resurrection, the idea of human and spirit-bred giants is just too far-fetched. 

Even John Calvin (https://www.ccel.org/ccel/calvin/calcom01.xii.i.html) called this view 

“absurd”! However, there are strong textual reasons for adopting the traditional view. Here is the 

passage:

When man began to multiply on the face of the land and daughters were born to them, the 

sons of God saw that the daughters of man were attractive. And they took as their wives any 

they chose. Then Yahweh said, “My Spirit shall not abide in man forever, for he is flesh: his 

days shall be 120 years.” The Nephilim were on the earth in those days, and also afterward, 

when the sons of God came in to the daughters of man and they bore children to them. These 

were the mighty men who were of old, the men of renown (Genesis 6:1-4).

This passage leads into the story of the flood (Genesis 6:9–9:17), as God saw that “the wickedness of 

man was great” and that “the earth was filled with violence.” God therefore decided to send a flood 

to wipe out humanity (Genesis 6:5, 11). But why were men all of a sudden so violent? Was it 

because the godly line mixed with the ungodly line? Or was it, at least in part, because humanity had 

mixed with spirit beings? I would like to argue for the latter.

Seven Arguments For the Traditional View

Here are seven arguments in support of the traditional view that the “sons of God” were spirit beings 
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who mated with human women and produced the Nephilim:

  1. The phrase “sons of God” elsewhere in the Old Testament refers to spirit beings/angels. 

The “sons of God” (Genesis 6:2, 4) is a phrase used three other times in the Bible outside of 

Genesis 6—Job 1:6; 2:1; 38:7. In all three of these instances the “sons of God” are 

spirit/angelic beings, including Satan himself. The use of the phrase in Job suggests that 

Genesis 6 is speaking of spirits/angels.

  2. Genesis 6:1-2 contrasts the “sons of God” with “man,” implying that these are non-

human beings. Genesis 6:1 says that “man began to multiply” and “daughters were born to 

them.” The Hebrew word for “man” (adam) is the generic term for mankind, as used in 

Genesis 5:1-2. Nothing in the text suggests that only “some” men (either ungodly men or 

kings) were having children in Genesis 6:1. Rather, the “sons of God” (v. 2) are contrasted with 

“man”—thus the “sons of God” were distinct from “man” and were marrying daughters of all 

mankind. The “sons of God” must therefore be non-human beings of some sort.

  3. The view that the “sons of God” refers to the godly line requires the unlikely explanation 

that the ungodly women were far more “attractive” than the godly women. Genesis 6:1 

only mentions the pursuit of human “daughters” and not sons—“When man began to 

multiply on the face of the land and daughters were born to them.” The “sons of God” then 

saw that these women were “attractive” (tovot) and thus took them as their wives (Genesis 6:2). 

If Genesis 6 is about the intermarriage between the godly line (the Sethites) and the ungodly 

line (the Cainites), it is odd that only godly men were marrying ungodly women and not 

ungodly men marrying godly women. Were the godly women just that unattractive? The 

traditional view offers a much better explanation—as humanity began to multiply, the spirit 

beings found these human women to be sexually “attractive.”

  4. Immediately following the reference to intermarriage, God says He will judge man 

because he is “flesh” (Genesis 6:3), implying that humans were trying to become more 

than normal “flesh” by marrying spirit beings. In Genesis 6:3, God says, “My Spirit shall 

not abide in man forever, for he is flesh: his days shall be 120 years.” This suggests vv. 1-2 refer 

to humans trying to become more than normal human “flesh” and live “forever.” Humans were 

going along with the intermarriage with spirit beings in the quest for immortality. God says He 

will not put up with this because humans are mortal (“flesh”), and He therefore decreases their 

maximum lifespan to 120 years. (This could also mean He will wipe them out with a flood in 

120 years.) Ages steadily decline in Genesis 11, and it becomes rare that anyone exceeds 120 

years of age. 

  5. The context implies that the Nephilim were the resulting offspring of spirit beings and 

humans. The Nephilim (Hebrew ים  (”fallen ones;” the Greek LXX has γίγαντες, “giants“ ,ְּנִפִל֞

in Genesis 6:4 are mysterious characters—“the mighty men who were of old, the men of 

renown.” The text does not explicate how the Nephilim got there. It simply says, “The 

Nephilim were on the earth in those days, and also afterward, when the sons of God came in to 

the daughters of man and they bore children to them.”[1] But why are the Nephilim 

mentioned in the same passage as the intermarriage of the “sons of God” and “daughters of 

man” here in Genesis 6? It is unclear how these mighty men of renown came about if they were 

not the product of intermarriage between spirit beings and humans. 

  6. Jude likely understands Genesis 6:1-4 to refer to the intermarriage between spirit beings 

and humans. Jude 6 speaks of “angels who did not stay within their own position of authority, 

but left their proper dwelling.” Unless Jude is speaking of an unknown event, he seems to be 

referencing the angels of Genesis 6:1-4 who left heaven to live on earth. (Jude seems to be 

adopting the view of the Apocryphal 1 Enoch 7 

(http://www.bibliotecapleyades.net/enoch/1enoch01-60.htm#Chapter_7), which references 

Genesis 6:1-4 and makes the angel explanation explicit.) This becomes even clearer when Jude 

compares these angels to the people of Sodom and Gomorrah, “which likewise indulged in 

sexual immorality and pursued unnatural desire" [literally “other flesh”] (Jude 7). We know 

that Sodom and Gomorrah sexually pursued “other flesh” in that they practiced homosexuality 

(Genesis 19:5). (Though “men” in the passage were angels, which could also explain the “other 

flesh.”) What “other flesh” did angels “likewise” pursue? This only makes sense if Jude is 

referring to the angels of Genesis 6:1-4 pursuing sexual relations with humans. (Recall Genesis 

6:3, where God calls man “flesh.”)
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  7. The Bible never rules out the sexual capabilities of spirit beings/angels. The primary 

objection to the traditional interpretation of Genesis 6:1-4 is that Jesus teaches that angels do 

not marry. While Jesus does imply that angels do not marry or have sexual relations, notice 

that Jesus only speaks of angels in heaven and not of fallen angels on earth—“For in the 

resurrection they neither marry nor are given in marriage, but are like angels in heaven” 

(Matthew 22:30). Jesus says nothing about the sexual capabilities of angels, leaving open the 

possibility that they are capable of sexual relations but refrain from such in heaven. Further, the 

Sodom and Gomorrah story implies that angels have such sexual capabilities. They were at 

least perceived by the Sodomites as beings that could be raped (Genesis 19:5).

These arguments form a strong case for the traditional view that the “sons of God” mated with 

human women and produced the Nephilim. Though this sounds odd to our modern ears, the same 

could be said for the entire Bible. Truth is stranger than fiction, and the world God has created is far 

different from what we often think.

For those wanting to study this issue further, Michael Heiser has a helpful 

discussion in his interesting book The Unseen Realm: Recovering the 

Supernatural Worldview of the Bible 

(https://www.amazon.com/gp/product/1577995562/ref=as_li_qf_sp_asin

_il_tl?ie=UTF8&tag=knowingscripture-

20&camp=1789&creative=9325&linkCode=as2&creativeASIN=157799

5562&linkId=e60ed93178e2d299ef77a5d5596a7d3f ). You can read my 

review here (https://knowingscripture.com/articles/book-review-the-

unseen-realm-heiser). 

A Note on the Nephilim

[1] The Nephilim are only mentioned once outside of Genesis 6:1-4, and that is in Numbers 13:33, 

where the Israelite spies were describing the people in the land of Canaan: “And there we saw the 

Nephilim (the sons of Anak, who come from the Nephilim), and we seemed to ourselves like 

grasshoppers, and so we seemed to them.” The Anakim that were in Canaan are described elsewhere 

as a tall people (Deuteronomy 2:10, 21; 9:2). Here in Numbers 13:33 the Israelites not only describe 

the Anakim as descendants of Nephilim but call them Nephilim. How do the Nephilim show up 

again a thousand years after Genesis 6:1-4? There are four possibilities:

  1. The “Nephilim” in Numbers 13:33 were not really Nephilim. Either the Israelite spies 

mistakenly thought the tall people of Canaan were Nephilim, or the spies were seeking to 

exaggerate things by identifying the Canaanites as Nephilim.

  2. The flood was only local, and the Nephilim survived in the area beyond the flood.

  3. The same event transpired later in history, as angels again bred with women and produced 

more Nephilim.

  4. Nephilim genes were passed down through Noah’s daughter-in-law. These wives of Ham, 

Shem, and Japheth were not descended from Noah and thus potentially had Nephilim genes in 

them.

Option (1) seems most appealing, but Genesis 6:4 suggests that the Nephilim were on the earth at a 

later time—“The Nephilim were on the earth in those days, and also afterward, when the sons of 

God came in to the daughters of man and they bore children to them ” If Genesis 6:4 refers to
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These modern versions of the bible have so changed the words that many of these

commenting do not know whereof they speak. 1st. Nowhere , absolutely nowhere does it

specifically say angels cannot procreate, especially fallen ones. Consider all the alien

abductions today seem to have to do with reproductive organs. 2nd. Scripture says they began

to call upon God, was originallly recorded profane, literally, to call upon in an ungodly way.

God came in to the daughters of man and they bore children to them.  If Genesis 6:4 refers to 

Nephilim existing post-flood (and it may be referring to Numbers 13:33), then it must be option 

(2), (3), or (4). This would also better explain Numbers 13:33, for if the Anakim were actually 

descendants of the Nephilim, it makes sense why they were so tall and why the Israelites were so 

fearful of them. Option (2) seems unlikely because this would mean the flood did not actually wipe 

out those who helped stir up God's judgment in the first place. Option (3) and (4) are both possible, 

though (3) seems more likely. 

This is still a problem for those who hold that the Nephilim in Genesis 6:4 were not the offspring of 

the “sons of God” and the “daughters of man” (which is textually possible). If the Nephilim were 

fully human, there is still the problem that Genesis 6:4 says they were around “afterward,” implying 

that the Nephilim were around after the flood. In this case, one could argue that the later Nephilim 

of Numbers 13:33 were unrelated to the Nephilim of Genesis 6:4—they only resembled 

them. Another possibility is that the genetic material of the Nephilim was passed on through Noah 

or his daughters-in-law. 

Regardless, the association of the Nephilim with tall people in Numbers 13:33 suggests that the 

Nephilim were in fact giants, as the LXX translates the term. 
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(Profanity).

3rd. They must not read their bibles, the Seth lineage was pretty ungodly, also by this time

many of the Cains descendants had Godly names. Some of them were in fact Godly.

4th. They willingly ignore 2nd peter & jude, which is uncalled for. Speaking of angels leaving

their rightful place.

I personally believe those who deny the angelic view know the Truth but suppress it in

unrighteousness. These are the same people who really suppress any idea of supernatural, like

a worldwide flood, and/or virgin birth, or casting out demons, and/or healings and churches

like in Acts. These people are actually refered to in jude verse 10:

But these speak evil of THOSE things which they do not understand except what they know

NATURALLY, as brute beasts, in THOSE things they corrupt themselves.

These are the same develish imposters who will deny a global flood and virgin birth of Christ

and the resurrection. Then they will deny you should cast out demons and or do any

healings. Eventually denying speaking in tongues.

Eventually denying the whole bible, it becomes dead religion.

Beloved, believe not these dead beasts, for the scripture plainly says,

"We wrestle not against flesh and blood, but against principalities, against powers, against

rulers of darkness of this world, against SPIRITUAL WICKEDNESS in high places.

@David Chapman,

Since you read Hebrew you are right, but it's ok if you just say Bereshit bara, Elohim, AT

hasamaym Veat Haaretz. The eternal one who is called the beginning meaning, Bereshit, the

Alef, and the Tav AT, who is also Yeshua, created Elohim who are the gods, the heaven and

the earth

Angels are male. God said "let us make man after our image and likeness." Male and female

created HE them for the purpose of procreating. There is nothing in the Bible stating angels

are incapable of sex. They appeared as men to Lot …"Where are the men which came in to

thee this night..." of which the men of Sodom and Gomorrah wanted to have sex with them.

Jude 6 speaks of “angels who did not stay within their own position of authority..." which

indicates an overstepping of boundaries. The Sons of God being of Seth would require

considering the daughters of men to be of a separate human race. Just doesn't fit.

Your views fail to mention the verses that argue against your views.

In your first argument you state that the mentioning of the "son's of God" is referring to

angels. This is incorrect. It just mentions the "Son's of God" It does not say that the "Son's of

God" are the angels of God. So you are "assuming" this. And so do many others. And to

continue to consider that the "Son's of God" could refer to the angels that God created.

Because of the verses found in Mark 12:25 and Matthew 22:30.

Angels can not procreate according to Christ.

It is more biblical to follow the Bible's lead, where it is calling Christ as the Son of God and

man as God's sons and daughters.

So back then there must have been those who remained faithful to the true God, (Noah), and

those who did not. Did not heed God's warning and enter the Ark.

Nili Adler  6 months ago  

Sonja Taylor  6 months ago  

Gerald McDonald  11 months ago  
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What makes sense is that the sons of God are the descendants of Seth. In Gen 4:26 before the

genealogy of Adam in chapter 5 it says "Then began men to call upon the name of the Lord."

The generations of Adam down to Noah lived for hundreds of years. These men were the

sons of God. In Gen 6:1-2 it states that men began to multiply on the face of the earth and

daughters were born unto them, that the sons of God saw the daughters of men that they

were fair; and they took them wives of all which they chose. If you look at Adams genealogy

these men who are the sons of God had many sons and daughters which multiplied on the

earth until they fell in love with the daughters of men. So the Lord cut their years short to

120. Then iniquity grew like a plague so the Lord wiped them out with a flood. They

definitely weren't spirit creatures who came down from heaven.

Hi Brent, I think point 2 above is a problem for the Sethite view. Also, see my review

of Van Dorn's Giants book (https://knowingscripture.com/articles/book-review-giants-

sons-of-the-gods-van-dorn). Below is from this article:

He points out that “there is no incontrovertible evidence that everyone in the line of

Cain was wicked, nor that everyone in the line of Seth was godly” (15). In spite of this,

the Sethite view holds that Seth’s line was all godly until the days of Noah. It hangs on

the unlikely assumption that “No one in the line prior to this rebelled. Everyone in the

line in Noah’s day did” (17).

Van Dorn shows a grammatical inconsistency of the Sethite view, as it takes “men” to

mean “mankind” but then takes the second “men” as “daughters of Cain” (18). Not

only is there no prohibition of Sethites marrying Cainites in Genesis 1–5, but there

were also other lineages apart from Seth and Cain, as Adam and Eve had other children

(22).

Angels do not procreate. They are created beings. This can be proved by the scriptures. That

angels can even reproduce through sexual relations cannot. That 'man is also flesh' implies

that in the human body is all sin committed. That is what got wiped out. The living souls

went to hell. The virgin birth can be believed because it was prophesied and then was

confirmed in Jesus of Nazareth. The resurrection was also a historical event that is recorded in

scripture. The flood is believed because God said He caused it. The mixing of the ungodly

with the godly was Satan's attempt to corrupt the godly line that would produce the Saviour.

The killing of males Jews in Egypt was another attempt as was the killing of the children by

Herod. The only 'reproductive' reference to angels is that they neither marry or are given in

marriage. People are people and angels are angles. Never the twain shall meet.

Well, basic genetics can inform a careful investigator. Punnett Squares used in genetic study

can illustrate how corrupt seed in perhaps at least two of the three wives married to Noah’s

sons, would have been able to produce more giants in the days after the flood. Indeed, we

have the Philistines. We have the Jebusites, the Perizzites, the Amakelites, and other groups

that produce giants. Note that they were much more diminished in size than the original

Nephilim. The first Giants who are the product of what your angels cohabitating with

Human women resulted in beings that were hybrids that were never meant to be created that

were at times over 120 feet tall! Those Giants massacred one another with their parents
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were at times over 120 feet tall! Those Giants massacred one another with their parents

witnessing the carnage. The Archangel Michael, Even remarked in the book of Enoch,

basically, “I bet they never do that again!” It is interesting that in the time of Solomon, he

employed Giants to help build his temple.

As a person that looks for history behind Old Testament legends I am now thinking in terms

of the Nephilim (Sons of God) being half forgotten race memories of a time when modern

men coexisted with Neanderthals in the area where Europe and Asia meet on the shores of the

Mediterranean sea. Should the interpretation on Genesis Chapter 6 be revised in view of this

new information. What do other people think?

As a person that looks for history behind Old Testament legends I am now thinking in terms

of the Nephilim (Sons of God) being half forgotten race memories of a time when modern

men coexisted with Neanderthals in the area where Europe and Asia meet on the shores of the

Mediterranean sea. Should the interpretation on Genesis Chapter 6 1-4 be revised to include

this new knowledge. What do other people think?

@Scott Kimbrough; In view of your hypothesis, who then are the "sons of God" mentioned

in Job 38:7?

Actually, if we look into the Hebrew language a little better, we are likely to discover that

when a word ends in 'im' the singular form become plural. .eg., Cherub (singular) Cherubim

(plural), Sereph (singular) Serephim (plural). Therefore, elohim should render, gods, (plural),

not god, (singular).

For this same reason, Genesis 1:1 has never really made sense to me. As it reads, Barasheit

bara elohim et hashamyieem ve'et haerets. or "In the beginning created gods AT (Aleph Tav

first and last) the heavens and the earth." as opposed to (adding an aleph to the front of

barasheit so it becomes abarasheit, vis Abarasheit bara elohim et hashamyeem ve'et haerets, or

"The father of beginnings created the gods, the heavens and the earth."

We (scholars) are well aware there have been many alterations/corruptions to the original

biblical texts in the past. There are too many to cite all here though. However, one glaring

example is the deduction of 100 years off the begetting ages of the postdiluvian patriarchs in

Genesis, from Arphaxad to Serug, all in order to prove the illegitimacy of the Melchizedek

priesthood in favor of the Levitical.

There are other corruptions as well, all in the cause of disproving Yeshua/Jesus as being

Messiah. This has been the main motivator behind Orthodox Rabbinical thought on

Messianic matters since circa 136 AD in my opinion...

"However, the traditional view of both pre-Christian Judaism and the early church was that

the “sons of God” were spirit beings/angels who took human wives and produced giants

known as the Nephilim."

I think it would more historically accurate to say "inter testemental Judaism or 2nd Temple
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I think it would more historically accurate to say, inter-testemental Judaism, or 2nd Temple

Judaism" esp. evidenced by the choice of gigantes to translate nephilim in the LXX, and the

pseudepigraphal book of Book of Enoch. We don't have any basis for understanding the

meaning of nephilim other than it's syntagmatic range across the few usages. Moreover, I

think a valid interpretation for sons of God, both given the context, and its use in the rest of

the OT, would make it very likely that it's referring to kings/governors/tribal chieftains.

Hi Scott, yes that is correct that pre-Christian Judaism would refer to 2nd temple

Judaism, as we don't usually know how earlier Jewish believers would have interpreted

the text. I think the arguments above make the kingly view unlikely. The phrase "sons

of God" is only used in Job, which most take as spirit beings. I think the strongest

argument is that the "sons of God" are contrasted with "man" in Genesis 6:1-2,

implying they are non-human beings. It doesn't make sense to take "man" in v. 1 as

universal and then take the same word "man" in v. 2 as only referring to believers (or

some other subset of man).

Hi Betty,

The bible is composed of books that a council decided met a criteria and guideline calling

them the cannon which is our bible as we know it today. However, our canon does not

contain all historical books that were written (ex. Apocrypha books). Such is the book of

Enoch...in this apocryphal book you will find the answers you are looking for.

I totally agree with that.

Jay, there was no council that finalized the canon. Rather, a consensus developed as to

which books were apostolic, with most of the prior disagreement being over a few New

Testament books like Jude and 2 Peter. The apocrypha were never accepted as canon

(except by the Roman Catholic Church at the Council of Trent), though they still can

be useful as historical books.

Knowing the history of the genesis of the Roman Catholic Church, I definitely

would not honor what they would deem as appropriate to put in a “Bible“. I

believe that books referenced in scripture such as the book of Enoch are

legitimately approved by God or else they would not even be mentioned. A

reasonable question would be why would the Roman Catholic Church leave the

book of Enoch out of a canon.
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The Roman Catholic church is the only branch of Christianity that

~included~ the Book of Enoch. So if you choose (perhaps rightfully so) to

be suspicious of the Roman Catholic decision to include Apocryphal

works in their "Bible", then you ought to be suspicious of the inclusion of

the Book of Enoch. Additionally, there are many parts in the Book of

Enoch that theologically do not support the other texts of the Scripture. I

would go so far as to say that parts of it were only accepted by the

Catholics because they gave license for some of the extra-textual practices

engaged in by the Church (prayer to angels, cult of saints, etc.)

"The Roman Catholic church is the only branch of Christianity

that ~included~ the Book of Enoch."

The RCC doesn't consider the Book of Enoch canonical, or even

deuterocanonical. The only church that includes the Book of

Enoch in their canon is the Orthodox Tewahedo.

I can not find where in the Bible it tells me that angels were to procreate. There were no

female angels. Why would they need genitalia. Also, humans have a physical body and a soul.

It is still debatable whether angels have souls, if they are soulless and have offspring as is said,

are the offspring soulless? As in scripture

God allowes physical form when they appeared on Earth sometimes with wings but usually in

a male form. Does not mean to they had genitalia.

If the fallen angels had offspring they would have been more than powerful, with special

abilities. I do not see this in God's word.

Satan appeared to Eve as a snake a creature already here he entered the snake.

My layman brain can not believe God would allow s demon or fallen angels to reproduce.

Hi Betty, there is no passage that explicitly says angels could procreate. However, as

argued above, "sons of God" is a term for angels, and such angels took wives who bore

them children. Therefore, angels could procreate.

Hi Zachary, what then would we say about Hebrews 1: 5

For unto which of the angels said he at any time, Thou art my Son, this day

have I begotten thee? And again, I will be to him a Father, and he shall be to me

a Son?

Hi Francis, I think Hebrews 1:5 is asking whether God ever spoke to an
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angel the entire phrase -- "you are my Son, today I have begotten you"

(quoting Psalm 2:7). Angels are described as "sons of God," but God

never spoke to an angel using the language of Psalm 2:7. It should also be

noted that Adam is called "the son of God" in Luke 3:38. Adam and

angels are in a sense God's sons. However, Jesus is the Son of God in the

sense that He is the second person of the Trinity.

Please refer to Genesis 1:27-28

27 So God created mankind in his own image, in the image of God he created them; male

and female he created them. ---see them Fame & female(...)

28 God blessed them and said to them, “Be fruitful and increase in number; fill the earth and

subdue it. Rule over the fish in the sea and the birds in the sky and over every living creature

that moves on the ground.”

Newer Post

The Mark of Cain (/articles/the-mark-of-cain)

Older Post

What Was "the Tree of the Knowledge of Good

and Evil" For? (/articles/what-was-the-tree-of-

the-knowledge-of-good-and-evil-for)

Dr.JEFRY PANGKEREGO LUMI  2 years ago  

GET NOTIFIED ABOUT NEW ARTICLES

Email Address  NOTIFY ME!

©2020 KnowingScripture.com

KnowingScripture.com is a participant in the Amazon Services LLC Associates Program, an affiliate advertising program designed to 

provide a means for sites to earn advertising fees by advertising and linking to Amazon.com. 

https://knowingscripture.com/articles/the-mark-of-cain
https://knowingscripture.com/articles/what-was-the-tree-of-the-knowledge-of-good-and-evil-for

